United States Patent and Trademark Ofhce 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark OtBce 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



10/530,111 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



James Hoffman 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



42754 7590 

Nields & Lemack 
176 E. Main Street 
Suite #5 

Westboro, MA 01581 



OSMAN.RAMYM 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



KJttiVrXi nvrliyjts OUff Iff fcff Jr 


Application No. 

10/530,111 


Applicant(s) 

HOFFMAN ETAL. 


Examiner 
RAMY M. OSMAN 


Art Unit 

2157 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 February 2008 . 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Clalm(s) 1-1 1 and 20-25 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . This action is responsive to amendment filed on February 4, 2008, where Applicant 
amended claims 1 and 24. Claims 1-11, 20-25 remain pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, filed 2/4/2008, with respect to the previous rejection have been 
fiilly considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, 
upon fiirther consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Hennessey et al (US 
Patent Publication No 2003/0028623). 

Specification 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: Claims 24 and 25 contain the limitation "computer readable medium". 
The meaning of this limitation is not ascertainable by referring to the specification. There is no 
clear support or antecedent basis for this limitation in the specification, and therefore the 
statutory scope of these claims cannot be determined. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



Application/Control Number: 10/530,1 1 1 

Art Unit: 2157 



Page 3 



5. Claims 1 and 24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The claims recites the limitation "said established connection" in line 12 of claim 1 
for example. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United Stales only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-3,5-8,20-25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hennessey et al (US Patent Publication No 2003/0028623). 

8. In reference to claims 1 ,24 Hennessey teaches a method and a respective computer 
program product of instructions both corresponding to operating a computer network server in a 
computer network having a central node wherein said network comprises at least one client 
authorized to access said server via said central node, comprising: 

accessing said central node (T|s 48-49, discloses a peer (which acts as both client and 
server) accessing a directory server); 

obtaining the network addresses of said at least one client (T[s 49 and 59, discloses the 
peer obtaining a list of other peers (which act as both clients and servers)); 

initiating a computer network connection with said at least one client (T|s 61-62); 
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receiving a request from said at least one client over said established connection; and 
responding to said request (Tjs 61-62). 

9. In reference to claim 2, Hennessey teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
providing a network device, said network device being selected from the group consisting of 
firewalls, proxy servers, and network translation devices, said network device being in the path 
between said server and said network (Tjs 49 and 54). 

10. In reference to claims 3,25 Hennessey teaches a method and a respective computer 
program product of instructions both corresponding to operating a computer network server in a 
computer network having a central node wherein said network comprises at least one client 
authorized to access said server, wherein said server has a listening port, accessible during a 
predetermined time, comprising: 

maintaining a connection with a cenfral node (T| 64); receiving a command from said 
central node to open a listening port after said central node receives a request from said at least 
one client to access said server (*[[s 52, 77, 78); 

opening said listening port (^js 52, 68); sending to said central node instructions for said 
client to connect to said server over said listening port (T| 1 13); and 

receiving communication from said client over said listening port after said central node 
delivers a command to said at least one client to connect to said server (Tl 62). 

11. In reference to claim 5, Hennessey teaches the method of claim 3, whereby said server 
closes said listening port after receipt of said communication (Tf 1 15). 

12. In reference to claim 6, Hennessey teaches the method of claim 3, whereby said server 
establishes a network connection with said client after receipt of said communication (Tf 62). 
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13. In reference to claim 7, Hennessey teaches the method of claim 3, whereby said server 
closes said listening port if it receives communication from other than said at least one client (]{ 
115). 

14. In reference to claim 8, Hennessey teaches the method of claim 3, whereby said server 
maintains a persistent network connection to said central node 64). 

15. In reference to claims 20-23, these are system claims that correspond to the method 
claims of claims 3-8. Therefore, claims 20-23 are rejected based upon the same rationale as 
given for claims 3-8 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

17. Claims 4,9-11 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hennessey 
et al (US Patent Publication No 2003/0028623). 

18. In reference to claim 4, Hennessey teaches the method of claim 3. Hennessy fail to 
explicitly teach whereby said predetermined time is less than one second. However, "Official 
Notice" is taken that predetermined time periods of more than a second or less than a second are 
weel known common practices in communication. It would have been obvious to modify 
Hennessey in order to estabhsh commimication in a timely manner. 
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19. In reference to claims 9-11, Hennessey teaches the method of claim 3. Hennessey fails to 
explicitly teach wherein the command, instructions and communication are encrypted. However, 
"Official Notice" is taken that encrypting communication packets is old and well known in the 
art for the purpose of establishing secure communications between sender and receiver. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Hennessey 
wherein the command, instructions and communication are encrypted for the purpose of 
establishing secure communications between sender and receiver. 

Conclusion 

20. The above rejections are based upon the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims. 
Applicant is advised that the specified citations of the relied upon prior art, in the above 
rejections, are only representative of the teachings of the prior art, and that any other supportive 
sections within the entirety of the reference (including any figures, incorporation by references, 
claims and/or priority documents) is implied as being applied to teach the scope of the claims. 

2 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. See attached Form 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to RAMY M. OSMAN whose telephone number is (571)272-4008. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ramy M Osman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2157 

May 27, 2008 



